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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claim 3 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the 
claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the 
best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

The claims disclose that an illumination system is operable independently of an internal 
circuit of the mouse. However, as shown in fig. 3 of the application and as disclosed in pg 4 
lines 18-20 of the specification of the application, the illumination system including light emitting 
devices 32 is controlled by the switch 34 which is a part of the internal circuit of the mouse. 
Since the illumination system is controlled by the internal circuit of the mouse, the operation of 
the illumination system depends on the operation of the internal circuit of the mouse. 

Therefore, examiner respectfully submits that the subject matter disclosed in the claims 
are not consistent with the aspect of the invention disclosed in the specification. 
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Appropriate correction / explanation is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1, 3, 4, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Daniels (US 6,417,840). 

As to claim 1, Daniels [fig. 1] teaches a wireless mouse {"wireless mouse ?<7) structure 
with illumination ("transmitting a focused beam of light) [col. 2 lines 31-35], comprising: 

a mouse body including an upper case and a lower case [fig. 4]; and 

an illumination system [fig. 11] disposed in the mouse body [col. 3 lines 49-51]; 

wherein the illumination system is operable independently of an internal circuit of the 
mouse (the operation of the illumination system of the mouse of Daniels does not depend on the 
operation of the internal circuit which used for inputting information/command to a computer ) 
[col. 4 lines 3-15]. 

As to claim 3, all of the claim limitations have already been discussed with respect to the 
rejection of claim 1. 

As to claim 4, Daniels teaches that the illumination system is associated with a control 
circuit of the mouse [fig. 11], whereby the illumination system is activated through a specific 
button ("switch 30') operation process [col. 4 lines 12-15]. 

As to claim 10, Daniels [col. 3 lines 60-62] teaches the mouse body being provided with 
a light guide plate ("45" or "46") [fig. 12] at one end. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 2, 5, 6, 8, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Daniels. 

As to claims 2, 5, and 6, Daniels teaches the illumination system comprising: 
a light emitting device ("laser generator 4Z) [fig. 11] which is disposed in a hole {"port 
24") [figs. 3 and 4] provided at one end of the mouse body, provided in the illumination system; 
a battery set {"B1 n and "82") [fig. 11] electrically connected to the light emitting device; 

and 

a switch ("switch 30') electrically connected to the light emitting device (7aser generator 
4?) and the battery set ("B1" and "82") [fig. 11]. 

Daniels does not expressly disclose the illumination system to comprise a plurality of 
light emitting devices. 

However, the courts have held that a mere duplication of the components of the device 
is generally recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in the art. St Regis Paper Co. 
v. Bemis Co. Inc. 193 USPQ 8, 11 (7™ C/r. 1977). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the illumination system of Daniels to include a plurality of light emitting 
devices instead of a single light emitting device and to include a plurality of holes to insert a 
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plurality of light emitting devices instead of a single hole, in order to enhance the intensity of the 
light emitted by the illumination system, and thus to provide a better pointing view. 

As to claim 8, Daniels [col. 1 lines 46-50] teaches that the battery set is disposed in the 
mouse body, and the battery set is either a battery set exclusively for the mouse or a battery set 
shared with the wireless mouse. 

As to claim 9, Daniels teaches the switch ("switch 30") [figs. 3 and 4] being disposed on 
one side of the mouse body. 

8. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Daniels in view 
of Hsu (US 2002/0177467). 

Daniels as modified above teaches the plurality of light emitting devices being laser 
beam generating means [abstract lines 9-11 and lines 15-16]. 

Daniels does not expressly disclose the plurality of light emitting devices being light 
emitting diodes. 

However, Hsu teaches an apparatus comprising a pointer ("light emitting element 3") [fig. 
1] which uses a light emitting diode as a light source [abstract lines 7-12]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to adopt Hsu's idea of using a light emitting diode as a light source for a pointer, in the device of 
Daniels, since a light emitting diode is well known for cheap manufacturing-cost compared to. 
the cost for manufacturing a laser beam generating component. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Seokyun Moon whose telephone number is (571) 272-5552. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri (8:30 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on (572) 272-3638. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



03/10/2007 



- s.m. 
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